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I . Claims 1 and 6 are rejected tinder 35 U.S.C. t03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sugimura (US 6,456, 1 54) in view of the applicant's admitted prior art (AAPA). 

5 Response: 

The applicant would like to point out how claim t is patentably distinguished from 
the combination of Sugimura and the AAPA- 

The Examiner relies on Sugimura for teaching a pre-charge circuit NDI and a 
10 voltage detector CMP2. The Examiner also says that Suginiura's capacitors CI and C2 
can be replaced with transistors similar to the main transistor 14 shown in Fig,l of the 
AAPA since Uie main transistor 14 functions as a capacitor. 

However, there are some structural difterences between the claimed boost circuit of 
I S claim I and what Sugimura teaches. For instance, Sugimura does not teach that Uie main 
transistor CI is electrically connected to the output voltage (represented by iout). in 
addition, Sugimura also does not teach that the auxiliary transistor C2 is electrically 
connected to the output voltage. Instead, there are many intermediate transistors 
connected between capacitors C I and C2 and the output, and therefore it cannot be said 
20 that the capacitors Cl and 02 are electrically connected to the output voltage, as is 
claimed. Furthermore, the pi-e-charge circuit NDI is not electrically connected to the 
auxiliary transistor C2, as is claimed. 

For these reasons^ the combination of Sugimura and the AAPA fails to teach all of 
25 the limitations contained in claim I. Claim 6 is dependent on claim U and should be 

allowed if claim I is allowed. Reconsideration of claims I and 6 is respectfully requested. 
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2. Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. I()3(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sugimuni (US 6,456, 154) in view of ihe applicant's admitted prior art (AAPA) and 
further in view of Hung et al. (US 6,100,557). 

5 Response: 

Claims 2 and 3 are dependent on claim 1, and should be allovb^ed if claim I is 
allowed. Reconsideration of claims 2 and 3 is respectfully requested. 

3. Claims 1 and 4 are rejected under 35 U-SX\ 103(a) as beitig unpatentable over 
1 0 Tomishima (US 5,909, 1 4 1 ) in view of the appUcant^s admitted prior art (AAPA). 

Response: 

The applicant would like to point out how claim 1 is paientably distinguished from 
the combination of Tomishima and the AAPA. 

15 

The Exammer relies upon circuits shown in Figures l» 4, and 27 of Tomishima to 
show the claimed pre-charge circuit 95 and 97 and voltage detector 4. The Examiner also 
states that the main transistor 14 shown in Fig. I of the AAPA can substitute for the 
capacitors 105 and 109 in Pig.27 of Tomishima for serving as ttie main transistor and the 
20 aux i 1 iary transistor. 

However, Tomishima does not teach that the main transistor 109 is electrically 
connected to the output voltage Vpp and that the auxiliat^ transistor 105 is electrically 
connected to the output voltage Vpp. Instead, Tomishima teaches that there is an 
25 intervening transistor 101 between the output voltage Vpp and the main and auxiliary 
transistors. Therefore^ the combination of Tomishima and the AAPA fails to teach all of 
the limitations contained In claim I . Claim 4 is dependent on claim 1 , and should be 
allowed if claim 1 is allowed. Reconsideration of claims I and 4 is respectfully requested, 
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4, Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S,C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ting et al. (US 
6, 1 9S,340; Ting) in view of the applicant's admitted prior art (A APA). 

5 Response; 

The applicant would like to point out how claim 8 is patentably dixStinguished from 
the combination of Ting and the A APA. 

The Examiner states that the Ting teaches a pre-charge circuit 38, a main recharge 
10 transistor 37, and a stable recharge transistor 36. The Examiner also states that the main 
transistor 14 shown in Fig, I of the AAPA can substitute for the capacitors C I and C2 In 
Fig,2 of Ting for teaching the main transistor and the stable transistor. 

However. Ting does not teach that the main transistor C2 is electrically connected to 
15 the output voltage Vout since there is an intermediate transistor 44 between the main 
transistor C2 and the output voltage Vout. Therefore, the combination of Ting and the 
AAPA fails to teach all of the limitations contained in claim 8. Reconsideration of claim 8 
is respectfully requested. 

20 Applicant respectfiilJy requests iliat a timely Notice of Allowance be issued in this 

case. 



25 



PAGE 718' KVD AT 4/7/2006 3:19:31 AM [Eastern Daylight 



To: L3SPTO ' Page ^ gf 8, 



2006-04-07 07:19:41 (GMT) 



18064986673 From: BINCHI CHANG 



Apr>I.No, 10/711, 91(? 

Aiitdt. timed April 07, 2006 

Reply to Office acticw) of January 09. 2006 

SincereJy yours, 

IV^U^^;^^ ^yL-t / 04.07.2006 

Winston Hsu, Patent Agent No» 41,526 
5 P.O. BOX 506, Merrifield, VA 221 16, U.S.A. 
Voice Mail: 302-729'-1 562 
Facsimile: 806-498-^6673 
e-maii : win5tonhsu@naipo.com 

10 Note: Please Iciive a message in my voice mail if you need to talk to me. (The time in D.C. 
is 12 hours behind the Taiwan time, i.e. 9 AM in D.C. =^ 9 PM in Taiwan,) 
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